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mass, have no longer any religion at all, and no belief
in God ? If we read on, we are almost tempted to
admit that M. Eenan was right in saying that those
poor Germans try very hard to be irreligious and
atheistical, but never succeed. Strauss says: 'The
world is to us the workshop of the Eational and the
Good. That on which we feel ourselves absolutely
dependent is by no means a brute power before which
we must bow in silent resignation. It is order and
law, reason and goodness, to which we surrender
ourselves with loving confidence. In our inmost
nature we feel a kinship between ourselves and that
on which we depend. In our dependence we are
free, and pride and humility, joy and resignation,
are mingled together in our feeling for all that exists.'

If that is not religion, what is it to be called ?
The whole argument of Strauss amounts, in fact, to
this. He retains religion as the feeling of dependence,
in the full sense assigned to it by Schleiermacher, but
he rejects the element added by Feuerbach, namely,
the motive of covetousness, as both untrue, and un-
worthy of religion. Strauss himself is so completely
in the dark as to the true essence of religion that
when, at the end of the second chapter of his book,
he asks himself whether he still has a religion, he
can only answer,c Yes, or No, according as you un-
derstand it.'

Yes, but this is the very point which ought to have
been determined first, namely, what we ought to un-
derstand by religion. And here I answer that in
order to understand what religion is, we must,first of
all see what it has been, and how it has come to be
it is.
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